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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 4005. 

Walter Willis, Plaintiff in Error, 

vs. 

District of Columbia. 


1 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia, April Term, 

1923. 

No. 725,959. 

District of Columbia 
vs. 

Walter Willis. 

Information for Violating Laws and Regulations Relating to Hacks. 

Be it remembered. That in the Police Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in the said District, at the 
times hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and 
proceedings had in the above entitled cause, to wit: 

April 10, 1923. Information filed, continued to April 13, 1923. 

Motion to quash information filed. 

April 13, 1923. Motion to quash information argued and overruled; 

continued to April 25, 1923. 

April 25, 1923. Agreed statement of facts filed. 

Plea, Not guilty, entered. 

Judgment. Guilty. Sentence- to pay a fine of 
$5, and, in default, to be committed to the Wash¬ 
ington Asylum and Jail for the term of five 
days additional. 

Appeal Bond $100. 

Exceptions taken to rulings of Court on matters of 
law and notice given by defendant in open court, 
at the time of said rulings, of his intention to 
apply to a Justice of the Court of Appeais of the 
District of Columbia for a writ of error. 
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2 WALTER WILLIS VS. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Recognizance in the sum of $100. Entered into 
on writ of error to Court of Appeals D. C. upon 
the Condition that in the event of the denial of 
the application for a writ of error, the defendant 
will, within five days next after the expiration 
of ten days, appear in Police Court and abide by 
and perform its judgment, and that in the event 
of the granting of such writ of error, the de¬ 
fendant will appear in the Court of Appeals of 
the District of Columbia and abide by and per¬ 
form its judgment in the premises. 

P. F. O’CONNOR, 

Surety. 

'2 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia, April Term, 


No. 725,959. 

District of Columbia 
vs. 

Walter Willis. 

Information for Violating Laws and Regulations Relating to Hacks. 

Be it remembered, Tliat in the Police Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in the said District, at the 
times hereinafter mentioned, the following pajiers were filed and 
proceedings had in the above entitled cause, to wit: 

May 1. Bill of Exceptions submitted. 

May 2. Bill of Exceptions signed, sealed, settled and filed. 

May 24. Writ of error received from the Court of Appeals. 

June 7th. Copy of record and proceedings in this case together with 
writ of error transmitted to Court of Appeals in obed¬ 
ience to said writ. 

3 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia, April Term, 

A. D. 1923. 

The District of Columbia, ss: 

Francis H. Stephens, Esq., Corporation Counsel, by Thomas G. 
Walsh, Assistant Corporation Counsel, who for the District of Colum- 
l)ia prosecutes in this behalf in his proper person, comes here into 
Crurt, and causes the Court to be informed, and complains that 
Walter Willis late of the District of Columbia aforesaid, on the 9th 
fiay of April in the year A. D. nineteen hundred and twenty-three in 
the District of Columbia aforesaid, and on 14th Street, north west, 
being then and there the driver of a certain public vehicle, to wit; 
for hire seeking employment did drive continuously back and forth 
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in front of and around a certain hotel to Avit: the Willard Hotel, con¬ 
trary to and in violation of an Act of Congress the Police Regulations 
in such case made and provided, and constituting a law of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. 

(Signed) FRANCIS H. STEPHENS, 

Corporation Counsel, 
By T. G. WALSH, 

Assistant Corporation Counsel. 


Personally appeared W. L. Pasour this 10th day of April A. D., 
1923, and made oath before me that the facts set forth in the fore¬ 
going information are true, and those stated upon information re¬ 
ceived he believes to be true. 

(Signed) I. ROBERTSON, 

Deputy Clerk Police Court of the District of Columbia. 

[Endorsed:] Col. 40. No. 725,959. Information. Traffic. 
District of Columbia vs. Walter Willis. Motion to quash informa¬ 
tion filed. 4/13.—Motion to quash argued and overruled. Violating 
Laws and Regulations Relating to Hacks. 4/25.—P. N. 9. Wit¬ 
nesses: W. L. Pasour, M. Collins, Officer. 4/25—Agreed statement 
of facts filed. 5-5.—Ex. & Notice Int. App. C. A. W. E. App. 
bond $100. 4/25.—Recognizance in the sum of $100. Entered 
into in writ of error to Court of Appeals D. C. upon the Condition 
that in the event of the denial of the application for a writ of error, 
the defendant will, within five days next after the expiration of ten 
days, appear in Police Court and abide by and perform its judgment, 
and that in the event of the granting of such writ of error, the de¬ 
fendant will appear in the Court of Appeals of the District of 
Columbia and abide by and perform its judgment in the premises. 
P. F. O’Connor, Surety. 5/1.—Bill of e.xceptions submitted. 5 /2.— 
Bill of e.xceptions signed, sealed, settled and filed. 5/24.—Writ of 
error received from Court of Appeals. Filed April, 10, 1923. F. A. 
Sebring, Clerk of Police Court, D. C. 4/13-17-25-5/1. 

4 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. —. 

District of Columbia 
vs. 

W.4LTER Willis, Defendant. 

Motion to Quash. 

Comes the defendant by counsel and moves the Court to quash the 
information in the above entitled caase for the following reasons. 

First. That the Police Regulation upon which the same is based 
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has been supcirseded by an Act of Congress duly passed and now in 
effect covering the same offense denounced by said Police Regulation. 


(Signed) 


CAMPBELL HOWARD, 

N. C. TURNAGE, 

Attome]js for the Defendant. 


[Endorsed:] District of Columbia vs. Walter AVillis, Defendant. 
Motion to Quash. Filed Apr. 10, 1923. F. A. Sebring, Clerk of 
Police Court, D. C. 


5 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. 725,959. 

District of Columbu 
vs. 

Walter Willis. 

Agreed Statement of Facts. 

It is stipulated and agreed by and between counsel for the defend¬ 
ant and for the District of Columbia that the facts in the above case 
are as follows: 

That a motion to quash with the information was filed on behalf 
of the defendant and hearing had thereon, and the same was by the 
Court overruled and an exception noted. 

It is further agreed by and between counsel for the respective par¬ 
ties that on, to wit, the 9th day of April, 1923, the defendant, Wal¬ 
ter Willis, a duly licensed driver of a public vehicle for hire, did, 
while seeking employment, drive his cab continuously around the 
block, passing the front of the Willard Hotel at a rate of speed which 
it is agreed was not unnecessarily slow within the meaning of 
the Act of Congress approved .July 11, 1919. That the defendant 
was arrested, arraigned and entered a plea of “not guilty,” and upon 
this statement of fact the Court finds the defendant “guilty” and 
sentences him to pay a fine of five dollars. 

(Signed) CAMPBELL HOWARD, 

HARRY B. BACHRACH, 
NEEDHAM C. TURNAGE, 
THOMAS G. WALSH, 

Asst. Corp. Counsel. 

[Endorsed:] 725,959. Agreed Statement of Facts. Filed Apr, 
25,1923. F. A. Sebring, Qerk of Police Court, D. C. 
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6 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. 725,959. 

District of Columbia 

VS. 

Walter Willis. 

Assignment of Error. 

The plaintiffs except to and appeal generally from the judgment 
of the Court and especially assigned as error. 

1. The Court erred in overruling the motion to quash the infor¬ 
mation filed in the above entitled cause. 

2. The Court erred in refusing to grant defendant’s motion to 
enter a judgment of “not guilty.” 

3. The Court erred in holding that paragraph eight of Article 
four of the Police regulations of the District of Columbia is not su¬ 
perseded and repealed by the Act of Congress duly passed and ap¬ 
proved on the 11th day of July A. D. 1919. 

4. The Court erred in holding that paragraph eight of Article 
four of the Police regulations is a valid Police regulation. 

(Signed) CAMPBELL HOWARD, 

N. C. TURNAGE, 

H. A. BACHRACH, 

Attorneys for Defendant. 

[Endorsed:] No. 725,959. District of Columbia vs. Walter Willis. 
Assignment of Error. Filed May 2, 1923. F. A. Seabring, Clerk 
of the Court, D. C. 

7 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. 725,959. 

District of Columbl\ 
vs. 

Walter Willis. 

Bill of Exceptions. 

Be it remembered that this case came on for trial before Mr. Justice 
McMahon, sitting without a Jury, whereupon the defendant filed a 
motion to quash the information in the above entitled cause upon 
the following grounds: 

1. That Paragraph eight of Article four of the Police regulation 
upon which the same is based has been superseded and repealed by 
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an Act of Congress duly passed and approved on the 11th day of 
July, A. D. 1919 and now in effect substantially covering the same 
offense denounced by the said Police regulation; whereupon after 
argument of counsel the Court overruled the said motion to quash 
to which action of the Court in overruling said motion defendant 
excepted, and gave notice of his intention to apply to the Court of 
Appeals for a writ of error, which exception and notice were then 
and there duly noted upon the minutes of the Court. 

Thereupon it was agreed by and between counsel for the District 
of Columbia and the defendant that the following are the facts in 
the above cause; 

That on. to wit. the 9th day of April, A. D. 1923, the defendant 
Walter Willis, a duly licensed driver of a public vehicle for hire, 
did. while seeking employment, drive his cab continuously around 
the Willard Hotel at a rate of speed which it is agreed was not 
unnecessarily slow within the meaning of the Act of Congress aji- 
proved July 11, 1919. That the defendant was arrested, arraigned 
and entered a plea of “not guilty,” whereupon counsel for 
8 defendant moved the Court to enter a judgment of “not 
guilty” which motion was overruled to which action of the 
Court the defendant then and there excepted and gave notice of his 
intention to apply to the Court of Appeals for writ of error, whicli 
exception and notice were then and there duly entered ujion the 
minutes of the Court. Thereupon the Court adjudged the defend¬ 
ant “guilty” and entered a judgment of “guilty” and fined the de¬ 
fendant the sum of five ($ 0 ) dollars. 

Be it further remembered, that each of the several and separate 
exceptions taken by the defendant to the rulings of the Court were 
then and there separately and severally noted on the minutes of the 
Court and counsel for the defendant then and there prayed the Court 
to sign this bill of exceptions to have the same force and effect as if 
said exceptions were separately and severally set forth in a separate 
bill of exceptions, and at the request of counsel for the defendant 
the same is accordingly signed and made a part of the record of this 
cause now for then, this 2nd dav of Mav, A. D. 1923. 

(Signed) JOHN P. McMAHON, 

Judge Police Court of the District of Columbia. 

We consent: 

(Signed) T. G. WALSH. 

Asst. Corp. Counsel. 

[Endorsed:! No. 725,959. District of Columbia vs. Walter Willis. 
Bill of E.xceptions. 
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9 Recognizance. 

In the Police Court of the District of Columbia, the 25 day of April, 

A. D. 1923. 

The District of Columbia 
vs. 

Walter Willis. 

On Writ of Error to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

The defendant, and P. F. O’Connor, surety, acknowledge them¬ 
selves to be indebted to the United States, District of Columbia, in 
the sum of One hundred dollars, lawful money of the United States, 
to be levied of their and each of their goods and chattels, land and 
tenements, upon condition, nevertheless, that whereas the said de¬ 
fendant was on the 25th day of April 1923, convicted in the Police 
Court of the District of Columbia of Vio. Laws and Regulations Re¬ 
lating to Hacks, and it was thereupon adjudged by said Court that 
said defendant pay a fine of Five Dollars, and, in default to be com¬ 
mitted to the Washington Asylum and Jail for the term of Five 
days; and whereas the said defendant has taken exceptions to the 
rulings of the Court upon matters of law in said trial and having 
given notice in open court of his intention to apply for a writ of 
error to a justice of the Court of Appeals of the District of Colum¬ 
bia : Now, therefore, if said defendant shall, in the event of a denial 
of his application for said writ of error, within five days ne.xt after 
the expiration of ten days from the date hereof, appear in the Police 
Court and abide by and perform its judgments in the premises, and 
in the event of the granting of such writ of error he shall appear 
in the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia and prosecute 
said write of error and abide by and perform its judgments in the 
premises, then this recognizance to be void and of no force. 

(Signed) WALTER WILLIS. 

(Signed) P. F. O’CONNOR. 

April 25, A. D. 1923. 

I certify that the above recognizance was acknowledged in open 
Court, the 25th day of April, A. D. 1923, and that the sufficiency of 
said surety was approved by the Judges of said Police Court. 

Witness my hand and the seal of said Court. 

(Signed) W. F. GAWLER, 

Deputy Clerk Police Court, District of Columbia. 
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In the Police Court of the District of Columbia, 25 day of April, 

A. D. 1923. 

P. F, O'Connor, being duly sworn, says that he is worth, over and 
above all his debts and liabilities, the sum of fifty thousand dollars 
in unincumbered real estate, situated in the District of Columbia; 
that a part of the real property so owned by — is described as fol¬ 
lows: -, and is worth the sum of — dollars; That — owns said 

property in fee simple, free and unincumljered by deed of trust, 
mortgage, judgment, or otherwise. That he is not surety nor re¬ 
sponsible on subsisting bonds in the Police Court or the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia to e.xceed in the aggregate the 
value of — unincumbered real estate. 

(Signed) P. F. O’CONNOR. 

Witnesses: 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 25 dav of April, A. D. 
1923. 

(Signed) W. F. GAWLER, 

Deputy Clerk Police Court, District of Columbia. 

[Endorsed:] No. 725,959. Police Court, District of Columbia. 
Recognizance on Writ of Error to the Court of Appeals, D. C. Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia vs. Walter Willis. $100. P. F. O’Connor, Surety. 
Taken the 25 day of Apr., 1923. W. F. Gawler, Deputy Clerk, 
Police Court, D. C. 

10 United States of America, s.?.- 

The President of the United States to the Honorable .John P. Mc¬ 
Mahon, Judge of the Police Court of the District of Columbia, 
Greeting: 

Because in the record and proceedings, as also in the rendition of 
the Judgment of a plea which is in the said Police Court, before 
you, between District of Columbia, Plaintiff, and Walter Willis, De¬ 
fendant, Information No. 725,959, a manifest error hath happened, 
to the great damage of the said Defendant, as by his complaint ap¬ 
pears. We being willing that error, if any hath been, should be 
dulv corrected, and full and speedy ju-stice done to the parties afore¬ 
said in this behalf, do command you. if judgment be therein given, 
that then, under your seal, distinctly and openly, you send the 
record and proceedings aforesaid, with all things concerning the 
same, to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, together 
with this writ, so that you have the same in the said Court of Ap- 
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peals, at Washington, within 15 days from the date hereof, that the 
record and proceedings aforesaid being inspected, the said Court of 
Appeals may cause further to be done therein to correct that error, 
what of right and according to the laws and customs of the United 
States should be done. 


Witness the Honorable Constantine J. Smyth, Chief Justice of the 
said Court of Appeals, the 24th day of May, in the year of our Lord 
one thousand nine hundred and twenty-three. 

[Seal of Court of Appeals, District of Columbia.] 


Allowed by 

CHARLES H. ROBB, 


HENRY W. HODGES, 

Clerk of the Court of Appeah, 

of the District of Columbia. 


Associate Justice of the Court of 

Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


11 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. 725,959. 

District of Columbia 


vs. 

Walter Willis, Defendant. 

Designation of Record. 

The Clerk of the Court will please copy in to the record the fol¬ 
lowing for the use of the Court of Appeals in the above entitled 
cause. 

1. The Information. 

2. The Motion to Quash. 

3. Plea and docket entries. 

4. Bill of Exceptions. 

5. The agreed statement of fact. 

6. Memo, of Piecognizance. 

7. .Judgment and Sentence. 

8. Assignment of Errors. 

9. Writ of Error. 

10. This Stipulation. 

(Signed) CAMPBELL HOWARD, 

Attorney for Defendant. 

[Endorsed:] No. 725,959. District of Columbia vs. Walter Willis. 
Designation of Record. 
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12 In the Police Court of the District of Columbia. 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 


1, Frank A. Sebring, Clerk of the Police Court of the District of 
Columbia, do hereby certify that the foregoing pages, numbered 
from 1 to 10 inclusive, to be true copies of originals in cause No. 
. 725,959'vwherein the District of Columbia is plaintiff and Walter 
>■ Willis dbl’endant, as the same remain upon the files and records of 
•^id CcJ^rf’.’’'^- ... 




In testimcririv whereof I hereunto subscribe mv name and affix the 
seal of said Court, the City of Washington, in said District, this 7th 
dav June, A. D. 1923. 

F. A. SEBRING, 

Clerk Police Court, Dist. of Columbia. 


I 




Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Police Court. No. 4005. 
Walter Willis' plainti^ in error. Vs.-District of Columbia. Court of 
Appeals, District of Columbia, piled J’un. 7, 1923. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk. •' _ 
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